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Generally, ownership of a motor vehicle is generally determined by reference to the title certificate.'! A title certificate is 
prima facie evidence that party named on certificate owns vehicle to which it applies,” or creates a rebuttable presumption of 
ownership,* but it is not conclusive proof* or the sole determinant’ of ownership of a motor vehicle. Under such authority, 
proof showing different ownership is admissible.° 


Similar authority explains that certificates of title of automobiles are indicia of ownership and control,’ and that a certificate 
of title is merely evidence of title to a vehicle,* not title’ or ownership itself.'° In other words, a certificate of title is not of 
itself proof of ownership or legal title to a vehicle, and a person may have legal title in a vehicle even though he or she does 
not possess a certificate of title.!! 


However, other authority holds flatly that the owner of a motor vehicle is the person to whom a vehicle is titled’ or the 
person whose name appears as such on title certificate.’ Under such authority, indicia of ownership is only considered to 


determine ownership of a motor vehicle, when no title has been issued to any party asserting rights to the vehicle.“ 


Vehicle ownership is a fact question for the jury to determine in light of all the circumstances.'* Where there is conflicting 
evidence of ownership of a motor vehicle, the issue must be resolved by a trier of fact.!° 
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